
4,5 PSP Cover Sheet (At*ae]’,*o tl~e front of each proposal)

Telephone: _ 20~ 835-4670

Fax: (209] 835-2009

Ernail: bcid@inreach .corn

AmoUnt otfLlnding reqt~ested: S~~ for ~ years

42

I --013028
1-013028



Indicate the type of applicant (cheek only one box):

~ Public/Non-profit join~ venture u Non-profit

15 University ~ Other:

Indicate the type 0fproject (cheek only one box):
a Pla~ing                               ~    Implementation

By signing below, lhe applicant declares the fallowing:

1.) The trulhfulness c~f all rep: csentations in their proposaI;

2.) 2-he i!:di\,idual signing dae form is entitled to submit the application on behalf of the
applicant (if the applicant is an entity or organization); arzd

3.) "1 he person submitting the application l’,as read and undcrslood tlae conSict of i:~terest and
confidenliality dlsc~.sslo~l il~ t]ze PSP (Section 2.4) and waives any and all rights to pri vacy
and confidentiality of the proposal cn behalf oftl~e applicant, to the extent as provided iv~ the
Secti0~.

David We1 senber~er
Printeo name of applicant
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Banta-Carbona Irrigation District
Positive Barrier Fish Screen

Banta-Carbona Irrigation District Telephone: 209-835-4670
P.O Box 299 F~: 209-835-2009
Tracy, California 95378-0299 E-mail: BClD~nreach.eom

Publie- Special District - Non-Profit
Tax [D: 94-1734809

Project Manager:
David Weisenberger, General Manager
Bama-Carbona Irrigation Distfi~ Telephone: 209-835-4670
P.O. Box 299 Fax: 209-835-2009
Traey, California 95378-0299 E-mail: BC!~@finreach.eom

Participants:

U.S. Fish and W’d dli~e Servlee - CV~IA Anadromous Fish Restoration Program
CalJforni~ Department offish and Game- Prop 204 Funds
CALFED ~ad Metropolitan Water District - Category III Funds
U,S, Bureau of Reclamation- CVPIA Restora~on Fund

RFP Project Group Type: Implemea~tatlon
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Executive Summary

Banta-Carbona Irrigation District
Positive Barrier Fish Screen

Applicant: Banta-Cnrbona Irrlg~ion District Phone: 209-835 4670
I~.O. Box 299 Fax: 209-835-2009
Traey, California 95378-0299 E,-Ma~: BCID@hireaeh.com

Banta-Carbona Irrigation District holds water fights dating back to the early 1900~ for the
fftversion of 200 plus cfs from the Sen Joaquin river at Mile 63 5. With the exr.~ption of a five-
year period between 1971 end 1976. the diversion cendi has had no fish screens. The primary
source of water delivered to the District’s users comes from the San Joaquin River. This water is
delivered to the system from Pumping Plant No 1, located at the end era 6,000-foot river
diversion carrel. The District supplements San Joaquin River water with water diverted from the
Deka-Mendota Canal. Due to system restrictions, this secondary source is available only to upper
pat~s of the distribution system

The proposed project will be a vertical Vee-screen at the entrance to BCID’s intake channel at
its confluence with the lower Sen Joaquin River. The project wa~ selected from twelve potential
alternatives in a $46,000 fensil:;dity study conducted by Montgomery Watson of Sacramento in
1995 and a supplemental feasibility study complcted in March 1999 by Montgomery Watsor~

accepted a~ the target sp~ies but now USFWS feels that Delta Smelt should be the target species
for establishing screening criteria for this project in that the diversion is within the legal defiN~ioo
of the Delta. Although Delta smelt have not been found above Mossdale (Rivsr mile 56), the
diver~lon is located within the fringes of the designated critical habitat area. Thus the new selected

to handle Delta Smelt if any ever show up at the fa(dicy.
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The fuilowing is a timeline of activities.

2rid Qtr.73rd Otr. i 4that,! Qtr.~

BCID believes that construction of a fish s~reen on its intake channel would be the
initiation of an incremental process, by fishery and agrieulu~ral interests, to protect fish species
beghufing at the mouth of the San Joaquin River and working toward the tributary headwaters.
And, because of its location, the most important place to begin the protection for, and increase o~,
the fall-rtm chinook salmon on the San Joaquin River watershed. Tiffs protection would be of
immense value, particulaxly in drought years, as the District’s diversion has the potential ability to
divert a considerable amount of water relative to what would be in the river during a drought.
Thus, the District feels that this proposal is consistent with CALFED goals atal is deserving of
funding by CALFED.

Bypass Bystsm $31~,000.00
Fish Return Pipeline and RJ,.~r Out~et
Elect fical and Control

E,~rnated Total Project Co=

This proposal requests additional fimding for design and construction of the fish screen
facility to meet the new requirements of the USFWS. The amount of money requested is
$1,694575. The BCID will be operating the fish screen, providing dally maintenance and
monitoring oftbe f~ility. It will be responsible for monitoring the fish screen’s operation and
providmg status reports to the Department ofFish and Game.

BCID is 76 years old and is in good fmannial condition. BCID’s G~neral Manager is the
person respons~le for coordinating the development of this project, tn adthtion, the District has
hired Montgomery Watson, a leader in fish screen engineerhig and design, to design and oversee
construetiun of this project,

There is good support for this project as evidenced by the financial support provided by
the various agenales. "l’be Department offish and Game is providing $1,000,000, the
Metropolitan Water Dish-ict (through CALFED) has designated $938,875, and the U.S. Bureau
of Rechimation has conformed a grant agreement for $1,916,750. The District hopes that the
CALFED commit~¢~ will continue to recoghize the importance of this project and complete the
funding necessary to build this faoility
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Proj ect Description

Project Description and Approach:

This project wil! provide a positive barrier fish screen on the Banta-Carhona Irrigation
District’s (BCID) intake channel leading fi’om the San Joaqu~n River at River Mile 63 5 Category
LII fimds would be used for completing the financing necessary for gathering pre-eonstnactinn
d~ta~ eomphiting the final design of the positive s~reen barrier, constru~irtg and i~stalling the
screen. BCt~ has arranged for over half the funds necessary to finance this project through grants
from the Ur, Jted States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) via CVPIA Restoration Funds
(USBR), California Department of Fish a~d Crame (DFG), and CALFED Catugory IlI (from
Merropolitma Water District eontn’bufinns

In 1995, the District obtained a $45,000 grant from the Department of Interior to oblain a
fish screening feasibility study. The final report, "Banta-Carbona lrdgafinn District. Final Reoort.
Fish Screen Feasibthtv Study" (FSFS) was eomphited by Montgomery Watson, January 1996
Based upon the repo~t findings, the reeortmlended ahemafis,e was to desigt~ and construct a 14
panel ve~’tical screen structure on the District’s Intake Canal about two hundred feet downstream
from its confluence v~ith the San 3oaqaln River (see figure 4-9). Each panel wotdd be nominally
6-feet high and 9-leer wide installed in a ~m8le vertical vee-configurafion, 7 panels to a side.
Subsequent to the completion of the original FSFS the USFWS requested the project be re-
evaluated using Delta Smelt as the controlling fish species for design criteria and evaluation of the
alternatives. In addition, USFWS wanted more detail as to the availability of alt~nate sources of
water that may or may not be accessible by BCID to serve its customers.Tiffs re-ev£uation was
conducted in the fo1~n of a supplemental feasibihy study at a cost of ~tpproxLmately $45:000. The
new alternative as a result of the new study is a hirger facility that can accommodate a larger
screening area to meet Delta Smelt screening criteria. This fish screen will now have 11 panels to
a, side instead of the 7 per side as originNly planned (see figure 4-6).

The positive barrier fish screen will be fully eonalstent with the fish screen efiterht for this
site as agreed to by the regulatory agencies including the National Marine Fisheries Service,
California Department offish and Game and the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service

When ha operation, the fish screen will prevent entrainment of juvenile anadromous fish,
specifically fall-ran chinook sabnon for as long as the next fif~ years. The intake elammel has been
unscreened shiee commencement of pumping in 1925 excepting a six-year period between 1971
and 1976. The Calif~rnin Depertmem offish and Game (F&G) instalhid and operated a screen
those 3,-ears between the months of February and June. It was not operated m other months F&G
ceased screen operation fol]owlng the 1976 irrigation season.

F&G abandoned the sereen, concluding they had sehicted the ~wong site It had been
constructed at the end of a quarter mile-long settling basin and F&G- perstumel believe predator
fish 1iv’rag in tha b~in desecrated the migrants in the slow-moving water before they could reach
the screen and be trucked to the Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Delta. In fact, the settling basin
is considered a striped bass haven by sport fishermeal. The new faedlty will be located ne~ the
settllng basin entrance.
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It is the intention of the Banta-C~tt-bona Ittigadon District’s Board of Directurs to move the
project fo~vard with all due diligence. Design planning will be initiated with our eontraator,
Montgomery Watson as soon as full ftmdhag is assured. This could be as early as Au~rust I999.
Montgomery Watson will be managing this project from d~sigu through construction m well as
training BCID staffon the operation and maintenance or’the fish screen upon completion.

If able to proceed in August. 1999, Montgomery Watson staff" could then lmve designs
30% completed~ and ready for review by the end of January, 2000 At 30% designed, BCID, the
D~pa~’tment of Fish and Game (DFG), and U.S. Fish and Wddlife (USFW) will review the
proposed design to see if it meets the appropriate criteria. After 30% design a working set of
plans will be submitted to DFG for gommeat every two months (or when appropriate) until final
designs are completed. Final design should be completed by June 1, 2000. Bidding followed by
construction could start immediately and completion should not take more than one and 1/2 years
(barfing weather uncertainties) including testing and training o£ District staff to operate and
pert’otto minor maintenance activities. Given rime for eotuingeneies, this could put project
eompledon at the end of 2001. The project will eommeane as soon as financing is assured.

The structure will be built within the confines of a leveed channel and will require intake
channel dewatering by damming the construction site. The irrigation season ends the first Friday
of November each year and usually does not commence prior to mid-March the follo~thg year
Construction must occur during thJ.s time span. There is the possibility ot" Imving an unusually wet
year where it would be difficult to provide an upstream dJverslon darn of sufficient height to
prevent work site flooding. Therefore, if a very wet winter should occur, construction would be
delayad a year.

Proposed Scope of Work

The BCID General Manager shall provide written status reports to the Project Manager
and the Grants and Cooperative Agreements Ol~eer’a Representative (GCAOR), both of whom
were asssigned by USBI~ on a monthly basis documenting the project’s progress and expenditures
through project completion. ~ addition, CALFED will recieve these documents to facilitate their
monitoring ofthe project. Also, at critical milestones, in performance of the work, BCID shall
conduct briefings for the USFWS, USBR, DFG, CALFED, and involved regulatory agnneins. The
purpose of the briefings will be m insure that ~1 regulatory and procedural polieins, and
biological, engineering, and cost factors associated with the project are understood by the
participants and are addressed in the final designs and sp¢cificatiotas. Briefings will be performed

(1) akernati~ concepts are being formulated;
(2) the designs ate epproxthxately 30-35% completed;
(3) the designs are approx2mately 90% completed.

in addition° the final drat~ design and speeificatlon package shall be sufinfittnd to the
Project Manager and the GCAOR. They will review and commetu on the design and on any
regulatory agency considerations. Alter approval of final design, o~ll i~fo~io~ relativo to bid
opening and award will be provided to the Project Ma~gnr.
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The BCID General Manager v,q[l provide originals ofa!l reports to the Project Manager,
and GCAOR These reports shall include, but are not limited to, feasibility and cost analyses,
constructinn schedules, engineering reports detailing project akematlves, ertvironmental
documents such as initial environmental studies/environmental assessments and environmental
inapact repor~stodies, final de~Lg~ and specifications detailing the work poffonaled and. the total
cost of the project, and the as-built drav, Sngs and final construction repoit, and any other hydralic
or biological monitoring plans or repoas that may be required by involved agencies for ~ssuring
that fish resources are being protected from entrainment during water diversions.

Below is a chart outJir~ng the phases and the approximate periods of actNity and eompletinn

,~, Pi;a~

7, Construction

lmplementability

Permitting and environmental docttments have not been attained as they are a part of the
proposed action in tiffs proposal. The lmad on which the fish screen will be located is or,reed by
BCID, as m’-e the access roads. There is no known local opposition to this proposed faciJity, or for
that tact, any opposition. The only known factors which would effect the constructio~a of this
facility would be weather and flood type flows on the San Joaquin River Excessive rain during
the proposed construction time period eonld delay consh’uction as cord flood flows on the river.

Location of project:

BCID’s intake ¢haamel is located on the San Joaquin River at River mile 63.5 This is
below three San Joaquhi PAver watersheds, the Stanislaus River, the Toulunme River, and the
Merced River watersheds (see map, Figurel-1).

The proposed fish screen site is about 8 miles ea~ of Traey, Calii’ornia, in San Joaquin
County, in the NE 1/4 of Section 34, T2SR6E, MDB&M. It is accessible from Interstate 5 by
*;aking the I~zzon Koad off-ramp and traveling southeast on Kasson Road for approximately, three
miles. A left turn from Kasson Road onto either the north or south banks of the BCID intake
eharmel and traveling about 1 and 1/4 mile brings the traveler to the site (see figure 2-1).

I --01 3037
1-013037



I --01 3038
1-013038





Chinook Salmon is the primary target species the proposed fish faffltity will be des’~gned

late-fall, winter and spring. While all four species were ortce found in the San Jo~quln Privet, it

as a genetically distinct stock. The remnant fall-run population numbers have varied widely from
year to year d~pglld~g on the ftming trod magnitude of fiver flows, At presemt, no significant
chinook populations exist in the river.

Joagnin Pdver watershed where the District’s canal intake is located. Smol~ emigration is from

all of these critical emigration months although most years will find pumpi~g s~cat~g sometime
atler the middle of March. Therefore, having a fish screen in operatiort during the fall-run

rrfiles within the higal!.y d~tned delta ~ea. The California Department ofFish and Came currently

development fa¢illties and general habitat degradation.

Swhnming ¢apabigrde, of steelhead adults and juveniles ~re similar to those of salmon and
therefore the listing of these fish Will not affect the design of this f~fffllty. The salmonid criteria
used to develop the alternatives also appty to steelhead fly
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Possible secoedarv benefits

Several other species besides chinook salmon could also benefit from screened diversions.
The~� species ave discussed individually below.

~ -- Atlantic coast shad were introduced during the early 1870’s but am
seldom found in Central Valley streams except during the annual spawning migration which peaks
between February and June. Shad spawn over sands and gravels found in Central Vall~y streams
theluding the lower San ]oaquin Rive~. Although this species w~ more common in the
Sacramento River, the San Yoaquin River once supported shed migrations and they were avidly
sought by fishermen. Shad larvae are less than 1/2" long and ganerally move with the current
the Sazramento-San Joaquin Rivers Delta wh~re they grow to maturity. They generally are
tramported to the Delta during the months of April thin early August.

~ --Not as much is known about the habits of this anadromous fish and there are
only estimates of the San ~oaquin River sturgeon spawn. Those esth-aates indicate that up to 10%
of the edult sturgeon use the lower San Joaquin River for their spawning habitat. Spawning
occurs from mid-February thr~ late April. Hatching occurs from two to five days lamr. Nursery
areas extend from the spawning areas to the Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Delta.

~ -- Like the American shad discussed above, stfi.ped bass is a late
introduced spedes from the east coast. Subsequemiy, they have provided one of Calitbrala’s most
valuable sport fisheries.

Spawning normally occurs between April and mid-June with the eggs hatching within two
days of the spawn. The young dr~ with the current back to the Delta. Spawning habitat includes
the mainstream San Joaquln River during years of very high flow rut~off when the water is of
especially high quality. During summer months, the striped bass migrate back to the Delth.

Other S_Laecies -- There are other non-anadromous fish species that the proposed fish
screen facility may a~’eet positively, however, studies of these species have not been undertaken
and ther=thre screening benefits are unquantifiod.

Long-term Benefits -- When the Banth-Carbona Irrigation District and other lower San
Joaquin River divexters have screened their intakes, it is anticipated the fall-nan Chinook Salmon
and other depleted fish species mentioned above would have their San Joaquln River populations
thereased to a point where they would no longer be considered threatened or endangered. While
not quantified at this time, the return of these species to commercial abundance will provide
siguific~ta sport~ recreation and commercial fislfing benefits to the local and state economies.

Screening the District’s intake ehartnel would also ease pressures to cease agricultural
water pumping during the critical spawning months which also coincide with the peak agricultural
water requh’emeta month of May. When adequate water supplies have beta assured~ food and
fiber producers in the Bant~-Carbona [rrigatinn District can average almual ~’oss crop sales of
$20,0007000+. Tiffs has a substantial impact on the local economy in particular and the state
economy generally and is in itself worth protecting to provide economical foodstoaks for
California’s burgeoning populace.

12 of 19

I --01 3041
1-013041



Short-term BeneFits - The most immediate short term benefit, particularly if other river
intakes near the Banta-Carbona Irrigation District’s are also screened within the same time period,
would be to stabilize and prevmxt e~termthation oftkose anadromous fishery sped.es populations
discuss~t above that are only rerramnt populations today. A complate kiss of these populatians~
e~pe¢ially chinook sahnc~n, would be incalculable a~ to fi~tur¢ mon~tar~ losses aa well as
enviromnental losses to society as a whole.

Food and fiber producers could return to growing high value crops such as vegatabies
instead of low risk crops as, for example, the grain and oil seed crops grown when water supply
uncertainties cause every level of tkrm interests to reduce risks, hicludi~g bankers, supplin*s and
farmers. A scre¢ned diversion would ease pressures to stop pumping during spawning migratkins
of both the adults and juveniles.

Potential Local Community Benefits of Proposed Action:

The Banta-Carbona Irdgation District (BCID) has long-standing (75 years) water rights to
divert over 200 cubic feet per second from the San Joaquin River. There have been
environmental pressures in the last few years to reopen water fights permits ",~ith the iaalpheatkir,
being that diversion quantities could evenmully be reduced. Ttds has brought uncertainty to
District water users and their money lenders leading to some cutbacks in higher value and riskier
crops because producfi~m loans were e~ther cut hack or curtailed entirely.
Food and fiber producers in the B~mta-Carbona Irrigation District have averaged a gross crop
production near $1,500.00 per acre when water supplies are stable. With a fish scr~e~ the
cmalmy of future water supply availability during critical months would result hi an immediate,
favorable "ripple effect" of increased employment, manufacturers able to sell equipment, and seed,
fertilizer, pesticide and other allied industties likewise able to increase sales. Taxes flom the
increased economy would b¢nefit local governments, enabling them to provide a better living
en~Sronment for their residents.

Not all the above benefits have been quardified thru studies, nevertheless, there are no
known or foreseeable negatives in constluating the fish screen.

Linkages - This project is being supported by the USFWS/USBR Anadromous Fish Restoration
Progran% the California Department offish 0aid Game fitrough Proposition 204 funds, CALFED
and Mctropoiitan Water District through Category llI funds, and Bant~Carbona Irrigation
District through project management, operation, mad maintenance of’the faeifity. All of these
agencies have been working cooperarively and difigently to get this project funded and starred.

Even though it appears that this project caamot be linked directly to any specific target in
the ERP, as this area (Vernalis to Mossdale) of the S~m Joaqufu River has been left oat of all of
the identified Ecokigieal Management Zones by definition, it would reduce entrainment offish
into diversions as similarly descn’oed by Target 1, page 402 of Volume II of tile ERPP.

Note: Oft page 54 o£ Volume IL the Saeramemo-Satt Joaquin Delta Ecological Management Zone
Southern I~unda~ is ~ven as Mossdule and on page 385 of Vo|ume it the nor/Aora boundmy of the San Joaquln
Rive~ Ecologicat Management Zone is glvea as Vernalis. There isn’t an5- comment, vision, or targcte given for thLs
st~etclx of rb~-er between Vernaiis and Mo~sdale in the ERPP that BCID could tinck
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TECIE’~ICAL FEASIBILTY ~*4D TIMING

In the end, twelve alternatives were exomined for reduffmg predation and entrainment at
the BCID dNersion on the San Joaq~n River.

1. Incline Canal Screen, re-activating old DFG thellity - Unacceptable because of
predation in 1A mile long settling basin located in front of screens

2. Vertical Cl~nal Screen in Vee shape using old DFG facility - Unacceptable, predation
in front of screens.

3. River Screen, salmonoid criteria, Unacceptable, encroacl~es to t~ar out imo fiver at this
location restricting flood flows, and is located in a natural deposition area requiring
frequent dredging to maintain correct velocities in front of screens.

3& River Screen, delta smelt criteria- Unaeeeptabl*, sarne reasons as Alternative 3.

3B. River Screen, delta smelt criteria located at a new diversion point 4,000 feet upstream.
Good location, but costs nearly $9,000,000 to protect a fish, delta smelt, which may very
seldom be present, if ever. Was considered cost prohibited

4. Vertical Screnns at Pump Station - UnacCelRable - entire 1 mile length of intake canal
would be predation area.

5 Vertical Screen at Canal Inlet, salmonoid criteria - Unacceptable for delta smelt
criteria. This was the oreferred alterrtative that flandin~ was mitgnallv sought for in 1997.

gA, Vertical Penmen at Canal Inlet, delta smelt criteria, with ItldrostM bypass pump.

5A. Vertical Screen at Canal inlet, delta smelt eriterin, with Archimedes bypass pump.
Same screening area as above Alternative 5A but with more expensive bypass pump,
$1,743,000 more. Considered anst prohibitive to protect a fish which may not be present.

Alternative Water Supplies:
CVP flail supply to meet district needs. Unacceptable. Reqfftres $28,000,000 for
constructing distribution facilities within BCID in order to use the water. Also worsens the
fishery impacts to the CVP pumping plant and potentially negatively impacts other CVP
contractors south of the Delta.

CVP supply to reduce river diversion and build Vertical Screen with s almonoid.cfitetia.
Requires $6,700,000 in water distribution improvements within BCID and $4,000,000 to
design and build the Vertical Vee Screen at the fiver. Also would negatively impact other

No Action Alternative - DoesEt protect fish from predation in the intake ctmal nor
prevent potential entrainment by tilt pttmps.
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MONqTORI~G ~ DATA COLLECTION METHODOLOGY

Monit min~ and data collection will be de~ermined during the development of the
operating criteria for the f~acility in consultation with the appropriate govemin~ a~eneies while
designing the fi~h scr~n. It is unknown at this ~ime the precise methodology that would be
appropriate for this facility.

LOCAL INVOLVeMeNT

AS this project has been four y~a~s in the making, many people have become aware of it
through word of mouth and the local newspaper, The Stockton Reanrd. A letter has been
composed and is being sent to the ~roups as outhned in the sol~citation package. A copy of that
letter is included with this proposal.

Adjacextt landowners serve to benefit by the project throug~ a more refiable surface water
supply and shouldn’t be aftbcted by its presence in the intake coa~l eneapt in a positive way The
faciliW will be’,~ated on BCID property and accessed by BCID maintenance ro~ds owned by
BCID. A pubi~e outreach program hasn’t been planned, as such, except for no~cing requiremeat8
for any environmental documents needed
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COSTS AND COST SHARENG
Budget Costs

The table below outlines the funds necessax’y for the constmcfon of the fish screen.

BC~ so~s of~l ~nds for d~si~ a~ cons~ion ~e d~ed ~ the follo~n g ~le.

So~e of~c~en ~,~

~ A~n & ~sal
$1,993~875 ~ I

$1,69~75.~

g~ fo~ applicatio~ for ~me topo~ap~c wo~ ~ru~en~ work and to be
toward~ the fi~ de~ of the fish
3) The C~ ~ ~nvy of $938~875 ~om M~ro~li~ Water

4) The $1~94,~75 applied for in tiffs propos~ is n~c~sa~ ~o compt~e th~ design ~d
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BCID would need the proposed lhnding of S1,694,37~ for design and construction
available at the time of an executed agre~mem between CALFED ~d BC~. The reason b~ is
tMt BC~ is requirM by ~s USBRNnd~g a~ment to equMly ~te its e~es ~ong MI

te~ of the proj~t agreem~t. Mso, BC~ proposes to ~aw on ~nds from C~FED in the s~e
~ner as req~ by USBR ~d Nat is by bdng r~bursed for accomplished work b~ upon
b~s ~d docum~t~fion ~ suffieiem d~ as to pe~t renew ~d ~Mysis of costs ~e~ed by
BC~. Co~ it.s sh~ Mdude, but not be ~ted to catego~- ~d hours of labor expended,
mt~N and supply costs, o~er dkect =d ~dir~ costs. The doc~enmfion ~i ~o ~clu~ a
bre~do~ of~e cos~ ~si~ed to or incu~ed by each cost shoe p~i~pant during the invoice
period,

The sehedde of events word be as fo~ows.

Brow is die est~ted O&M ~n~io~ ~d ~u~ cost w~ch BC~ wi~ be responsible for
paying ~d conducing. BC~ w~l be pi~viding ~he labor ~d ~nds for ~ese ~1 ~penses.

I --013046
I-0’13046



Applicant Qualifications

There a~e a diverse group of people involved with this project because of the number of
entities participating in it This will allow for dl aspects oftha project to be monitored in an all
encompassing way, protecting the public’s hnteresta as well as developing a quality product.
Because there are representatives from the State azal Federal Agencies involved aa project
managers, there will be a wealth of knowiedge to draw upon to pro~ide BCID with a state of the
art fish screen. Also, BCID’s engineering consultant firm of Montgomery Watson has a
consider’able amount of experlenee with the development offish screens on the west coaat.

Below is a fist of those people and the entity they are associated with that will be
participating in this project.

David Weisenberger
Gen~’a] Manager
Bama-Cathona Irrigation District
P.O Box 299
Traey, California 95378-0299
Phone: 209-835-4670
Fax: 209-835-2009
E-mall: BC1D@aol.com

Ron Bachman
Project Manager
O,$. Fish and W~dlife Servine
Central Valley Fish & Wildlife Restoration Program
3301 El: Camino Avenue, Sultel30
Sacramento, Califbrnia 95821-6340
Phone: 916-979-2760

Ronald Brockman
GCAOR
U.S Burema of Reclamation
Mid-Pacific Kegion
2800 Cottage Way, MP-40I
Sacramento, CA 95825
Phone: 916-979-2323
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WiLliam Loudermiik
Contact person on the Prop 204 Funds
CaYff. Department OfFish and Game
Fresno
1234 East Shaw
Fresno, CA 93710
Phone: 209-243-2005

Clarence Mayotte
Contact Person on Proposition 70 Funds
Califf Department ofFish and Game
Fresno Office
1234 East Shaw
Fremo, CA 93710
Phone: 209-222-3761

Nell Sehild, P.E.
Principal Engineer
Montgomery Watson
777 Campus Comraons Road
Sacramento, CA 95825
Phone: 916-924-8844
Fax: 916-924-9102

Standard Terms and Conditions

Please find attached those documents required to be submitted with tlfis proposal
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OFFICERS DIRECTORS
James ~d. McLeod James M. McLeod

Cliffot’d Robertsor~ Clifford E. Robertsc~n
Vice P~esident Cl~arles Alcock

Virginia Iludson ,Jamvs ’I’homing

Dztvid Weiscnbergei                                                               John Rudquisi

Bray, Getger
Rudquist & Nuss

3514 West Lehmaa~ Road ¯ P.O. Box 299 ° Tracy, California 95378-0299
Phone 209/ 835 4670 ¯ FAX 21)9’ 835-2009

Clerk ofth~ Board of Supe~Msors
San Joaquin County
Courthouse Room 701
222 East Weber Avenue
Stockton. California 95202

Dear Honorable Board.

B~nta~C~rbona Imgation District/BCID) wouid like to hereby i~t’orm San Joaquin Coanty of
BCgO’s plan~ to construct a Positive Barrie~ Fish Sc~eea on BCID’s Intake Canal on the San Joaquin
River south of Mossdale at River Mile 63 5, The BCID han taken s;eps to procure fundit~g for this project
through vinous sources including CALFED Tbe pmnary propose of this lhmhty is to protee~
aaadromous fish spemes, specifically Chmook Salmon In addition to SaImon. Delta Smeh Stealhead.
and Sacramento Splittall will be protected t?om entrainment and predation in the BCLD Intake Canal.

In addition to the benefits to the environment the BCID believes that this project ,,viii be very
beneficial to San Joaquin Cout~ty and mo*e particularly the southwest portion of the county in providing
For a more reliable supply of surface water to tP0xmers. By protecting the ~urfaee water supply th~s will in
turn protec~ groundwater supply *n me area This v{ll benefit local residents as well as the CW of Tra~y

l’iie BCID etmottrag~s the County of San Joaquin to support this project whenever opporcannies
to do so arise Thank you for that support in advance

Sin~) ely,

General Ma~mge~
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P.O. Box 530
Walnut Grove. C~lifornia 95690

Senior Pla~mer
San Joaquin Couniy

18 [0 E. H~elton Avenue
Stock, on Califbrrfia 95205-6232

Mr. Andy Rust,an
603 E Critchell Road
Traey, California 95376

Reclamation Dlstrtct 2095
Mr. David Pel~ogn
P,O. Box 122
Banta. Califbmia 95304
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